haa 08 2007 5s 21PM Carmen Patti & Associates 312-346-2810 p. 8 

9 LUC-450 / Buskens 6-1-1-1-2 •'" 

• .-'v^/1;;V^;;V;:Hvv RECEIVED: / 

**mm " CBIT^FTOfqiNTER 

Entry of the above-noted amendments, rfeconsid^a^pn' df application, and^o WaJpe^ 
of all claims pending are respectfully requested. By this claims 1-16 and 21 aire 

amended. These amendments to the claims constitute 4 fewiia fide attempt by applicants Jtp 
adyance prosecution of the application and obtain ^llo^anee of fc^tain claims, and are in no way 
meant to acquiesce to the substance of the ^ejections. $^>|>oift. for the amendments can be found 
throughout the specification (e.g., page $, line 6), figii^S 1), and claims and thus, no 

new'matter has been axlded. • Claims' 1^ 

• Claim Rejections ' - 35 ti.S.C. S 101 ' ' "• : ; • }'\ y-. " IT:"^ \y\ : \:K''J:i 

Claims 1-15 and 21 were ^ejected yix$ti? 35 IJ,$'1C, § 1$J fts allegedly being directed to. 
non-Statutory subject matter. Appticaftts hare^ to reqite "a cotopUt&-7 V V 

readable signal-bearing medium'*. Applicants believe th^ thfe ^i|iehdments to the specification 



Withdrawal of the § 101 rejections is therefor^ jfes^ 
Claim Rejections - 35US.C. 8112 ' " 



Claims 13, 14, 20, and 21 were rejected u£&e* ■^■JJ0t, § 112, first paragraph, as 
allegedly failing to comply with the Written de$^ "these rejections aire 

respectfully, but most strenuously, trayetsed. 

The Office Action alleges that prevention of aUtonotnouV Control of the software and/or 
hardware entity as recited in claims 13 and 20 is not taught to fre specification. Referring to 
page 4, lin.es 9-13 of the specification, applicants have '^^i^0i'}&cAa^leB of shared control of 
the software and/or hardware entity. For example, two br fftdre manager components share 



"lit 
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control over the software and/or hardware entity. Applicants reSpecifiilly submit that / 
autonomous control (e.g., control by a single nj^ag^^ is inherently not possible ' • 

if the control is cooperatively shared • between ' a; pli^ity.^f 1 #^g^mdat, cbinponehts.. '■T^;:\-.^%^ 
manager components in one example cooperate to cortttol and thereby prevent autonomous 
control by one or more of: dividing mtoagewent re*$6;^ 4, line 14 to page 5, lijle 

2; page 5, lines 6-8); sending notifications between iftanager eoi^onents (page 5, lines 8-1^); 
requesting responsibility for a m^agem^ requesting exe^t^ii/- :]-l}y0& 

of a management operation by anotherma^ 15-21). • 

The Office Action alleges that setup and teardowft of te^^ 
recited in claim 14 is not taught in the! ;"^&(^L^a submit that setup 

operations and teardown operations W t^eco : ; 

telecommunication netvvx^ arts. The setup 

operations and teardown operations ate examples of may be performed by the 

software and/or hardware ^tity ^d m^ 

The Office Action alleged that the ysc of a& computer-readable 
signal-bearing medium per claim 21 is notdle^ Applicants respectfiilly - 

submit that use of atomic computer-readable sigMl-b^ring Media is known tp those skilled -in r 
the art as described by U.S. Patent No, 5,546337, Sj^Ote, and XlS. f*^ : ^0 -v||; 

No. 5,856,967. In addition, use of biological cdin^dr^i^le signal-bearing media is ' : .$-A.} 
described by U.S. Patent No. 5,253,198, U $ .'•■Patent' U.S. Patent No. 5,559,732, > 
add U.S. Patent No. 6,219,160. • ' V 

Claim 12 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § tiZy s^p^ ^agraph, as allegedly being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point <>ut and 4isi^feifly $#m the subject matter which 
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applicants regard as the invention. The amendments to tslauji 11 presented herewith address ti^s 
. 'issue. - : '* ■• ' ' -.f : ... •.' V '( 

Claim Rejections -35U.S.C. § 102 ; 

Claims i, 16, and 21 were rejected urid** .3^ 102(b) as allegedly beijig 

anticipated by Bau^hman (d plaims 1-21 w^e rejected xiri^er ; |5 '\ 

U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated l?y Anderson (tJ.S, Patent App. Pub ^ 
2003/0058796). These rejections are r^pectfttliy, frit most sfrtoiioii&ly, traversed. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the Officd Action Vcitiftons to the applied rdfer^^, 
with or without modification or cpitibiftaition, assuming, arguendo, that the modification pr 
combination of the Office Action's Stations to M ^ferfenpes is proper, do not teach pr 

suggest the first manager component and the second manager component that are configured jto 
concurrently share management responsibility for tJiV softWafe and/pr hardware entity, ^ >eci^d.' 
in applicants' independent claim 1 . • :; [ ,. 

For explanatory purposes, applicants 4i$cuss hcrciri Ode of more differences between ike 
claimed invention and the Office Action's citations to Baughman and Anderson. This 
discussion, however, is in no way meant to ac^uie^ irf atiy (isli^^cterization that one or mpre 
parts of the Office Action's citations to BaUghmari bit And^on correspond to the claimed 
invention. ' t 

Baughman (column 5, lines 1 8-23) disclos^: , ,S 

The system manager 120 and 130 asp checks for and : ;\ : ' : 
• co^ects errors, suph' bptli wiottpjuters [ip ^and \l£ .^surdiing ^an 

" active ""state, no' computer 10, H tn:an .a^l^f^^. the active j 

con^uter and a non- V'hV- 
active compute* With'^^ W and 13. 
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Baughman discloses that an instance where both computed have access to the shared 
disks is an error condition. Baughman teaches away #pitt ^liai?c^ ^anagemeirt re^on^btt^ pf 
the disks 10 and li and instead teaches ^ actiy0/$ta^dl>y relationship. Baughman fails $q 
disclose the first manager component and tfcie s^Ohi^an^r doi^onent that are configured to 
concurrently share management responsibility for the software irad/of hardware entity. 

Accordingly, the Office Action's citation to B»ng&aii ia% to satisfy at least one of the } 
limitations recited in applicants' independent claitfi 1. ; ! 

Anderson (paragraph 19) discloses; . : ' ^ •% 



The sigruding ^ £ - : 

. from the traffic manager and from the pfp^^tfpg jgfrigpr for . .[.. ' 

each packet switch, roiiter . aftti interface *£.ee£$ pf the packet 
network, whiph, amq>n£ oth-fr things, enables the signaling 
manager to set up m& d>^facaljy cmgfe ViyWial ^circuits, paths 
and channels on a realtime $i^is. f . 

Anderson discloses that the signaling thanaget receives instructions from the traffic 
manager and the provisioning manager Andersoil falls to;dis${>s& the first manager component 
and the second manager component that are cfonfigiired to (^currently share management 



Accordingly, the Office Actidh's oitaii^ to .'^i^i^^^i^ satisfy at least one of the 
limitations recited in applicants Vindepend^ 



The Office Action's citations to Bafoghman ^d A^^M Ml fail to meet at least one 



6f 



applicants' claimed features; For ebca&^le v there '"is . -iad!" ••tje^QtiM^^.pr suggestion in the Office 
Action's citation$ to Baughman and Anderson Of the first in^rv^t component and the sec^iid 
manager component that are configured to concurrently .share rfianagement responsibility for the 
software and/or hardware entity, as recited in supplicants' independent claim 1, 
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For all the reasons presented al?ov& claims 1, 16, and 21 are 

\ believed neither anticipated ti#t corresponding dep^d^^^^^ 
claims are believed atiowartjle .1, 16, and 21, aS W6H "; o 
as for their own additional characteriza^otts, 

Withdraws! of the §§ 102 and 103 rqectiofl^ fe^pectfully requested, 

In view of the above amendments and females, Allowance of all claims psndiag i$ 
respectfully requested. If a ' telephone ; j^t^^dcieir^qfeMfi» /^^9^Qnm^^\-n^^ "^t« advancing the 

prosecution of this apphcation, theExfcMiner isinvi^^ attorney. 




CartheriB.;patti : . 
Attorney ; fbr Applicants 



Dated: May 8, 2007 

Carmen 1 b. Patti & Associates, llc 
Customer Number 473&2 
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